We are left with a quandary: on the one hand, a sense of historical magnitude that compels some form of discussion and commemoration; on the other hand, a connection of the 'event' to a history of social grievance and political strife too intense and embittered to allow for a common language of discussion. Under the circumstances, one may understand the temptation to try to remove politics from the discussion, to strive for a more detached evaluation free of political passion and contentiousness. As one review of the contemporary controversy concluded, after 500 years, can we not step back from the political heat to embark on a Our reflections on history and historiography, in short, will caution that the desire to detach the discussion of 1492 from political sensibilities may be both unrealistic and undesirable. The caution recasts our quandary: a historical event that demands discussion yet defies a common language of discussion.
History: Coloniser and Colonised
The conquistadors brought three major frameworks, at once related and competing, to their conquest endeavours and exploits. We may think of each framework as an objective, a quest whose highest expression was a utopia. Utopia, beyond reach in Europe, seemed accessible in America. The conquistador Bernal Diaz del Castillo recalled the sense of entering into a Mexican panorama so wondrous that it seemed dream-like or magical in an Old World context: '... and we said that it seemed like the enchanted things told in the tale of Amadis, because of the great towers and pyramids and buildings rising from the water, all made of lime and stone, and some of our soldiers even said if it were this way it might be dreams. 9 Let us call the conquistador utopias those of wealth, social precedence, and Christian conversion.
Two of these utopias hardly constitute a revelation. The lust for gold and riches is well known. Diaz del Castillo acknowledged it in a matterof-fact way in his commoner's version of a conquest chronicle. The Aztec informants of Bernardino de Sahagdn offered a more striking portrait: a exerted. Their only role is to accept or rebel against that which is done to them.30 This one-dimensionality simplifies the process of moral denunciation and defence. But it evades the historical fact that in myriad ways Amerindians engaged -assisted, resisted, appropriated, subverted, redeployed -European colonial projects, utopias, and relationships. This history of engagement made it impossible for Europeans to act simply as moral villains and heroes, free to shape a blank social slate in accord with inner will, impulse, or conscience. The Europeans acted as seekers of wealth, stature, and souls caught up in complex struggles for control with indigenous peoples and amongst themselves.
We have argued that there was no single meaning of conquest among its promoters, but multiple paradigms and fantasies. The Spanish dynamics of conquest entailed a political struggle to define the terms of coexistence, collaboration, and contradiction among contending visions of utopia and contending clusters of colonisers. When we expand our vision to include the vast array of indigenous responses and initiatives, we begin to appreciate the enormous dimensions of a political struggle to define the spoils and meaning of conquest. The multiple frameworks and internal contentiousness of the colonisers, their problematic relationship to the Crown and royal authorities, the activism, innovations, and resistance of colonised peoples charting their own agendas and pursuing their own interior conflicts, the unexpected encounters with rampant disease and death: all injected enormous fluidity and uncertainty into the conquest era. All raised hotly disputed questions of political authority and jurisdiction, social policy and values. For both Amerindians and Europeans, moreover, the questions arose in an unprecedented intellectual context: the unfolding discovery, amidst struggles over wealth, social rank, and religious imperative, of altogether unknown 'worlds' inhabited by peoples who had once pursued separate historical and cultural trajectories. On each side as well as across the newly joined Amerindian and European worlds, the times had unleashed not only struggles for power, but struggles for 
